REMARKS 

Applicant will address each of the Examiner's rejections in the order in which they appear in 
the Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claim 1 8 under 35 USC §112 first paragraph as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

While Applicant traverses this rejection (and do not know which limitations the Examiner is 
objecting to), in order to advance the prosecution of this application, Applicant is canceling Claim 1 8 
without prejudice or disclaimer. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that this rejection be 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
Claims 15 and 16 

The Examiner also rejects Claims 15 and 16 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Japanese Patent Specification No. 52-052256. This rejection is also respectfully traversed. 

More specifically, Japanese Patent Specification No. 52-052256 describes a coolant 
consisting of sodium nitrate as a main component and a low quantity of sodium chloride and 
ammonium chloride which are 1/2-1/9 of the main component. In contrast, Claims 15 and 16 are 
directed to a cold storage agent wherein potassium chloride or sodium chloride (Claim 15) or 
ammonium chloride (Claim 16) are the main component. Since the major component of JP '256 is 
sodium nitrate, the compound in the reference is quite different from the agent of Claims 15-16. 
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In addition, JP '256 describes that its effect lies in decreasing volume expanding when 

frozen. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 1 5 and 1 6 are not disclosed or suggested by 
the cited reference and are patentable thereover. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that this 
rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim 16 

The Examiner also rejects Claim 16 under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Specification No. 55-161878. This rejection is also respectfully traversed. 

Japanese Patent Specification No. 55-161878 describes a cooling mixture, which consists of 
urea, potassium chloride and ammonium chloride. With the described compound, after an 
appropriate amount of water is mixed with the mixture salts, temperature depression takes place. The 
nature of this phenomenon is very different from the agent of Claim 16. The agent of Claim 16 
utilizes latent heat of frozen materials. Hence, one skilled in the art would not look to this reference 
to arrive at the cold storage agent of the claimed invention. There is no motivation for one skilled in 
the art to review this reference, and no such motivation has been provided by the Examiner, other 
than hindsight construction using the ranges of the claim. This is improper. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection is improper, and Claim 16 is 
patentable. Accordingly it is respectfully requested that this rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 17-18 

The Examiner also rejects Claims 17-18 under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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In addition, JP '256 describes that its effect lies in decreasing volume expanding when 

frozen. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 1 5 and 1 6 are not disclosed or suggested by 
the cited reference and are patentable thereover. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that this 
rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim 16 

The Examiner also rejects Claim 16 under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Specification No. 55-161878. This rejection is also respectfully traversed. 

Japanese Patent Specification No. 55-161 878 describes a cooling mixture, which consists of 
urea, potassium chloride and ammonium chloride. With the described compound, after an 
appropriate amount of water is mixed with the mixture salts, temperature depression takes place. The 
nature of this phenomenon is very different from the agent of Claim 16. The agent of Claim 16 
utilizes latent heat of frozen materials. Hence, one skilled in the art would not look to this reference 
to arrive at the cold storage agent of the claimed invention. There is no motivation for one skilled in 
the art to review this reference, and no such motivation has been provided by the Examiner, other 
than hindsight construction using the ranges of the claim. This is improper. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection is improper, and Claim 16 is 
patentable. Accordingly it is respectfully requested that this rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 17-18 

The Examiner also rejects Claims 17-18 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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Conclusion 



Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the present application is in a condition for 
allowance and should be allowed. 

If any fee should be due for this amendment, please charge our deposit account 50/1039. 
Favorable reconsideration is earnestly solicited. 



COOK, ALEX, McFARRON, MANZO, 
CUMMINGS & MEHLER, LTD. 
200 West Adams Street 
Suite 2850 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 236-8500 

Customer no. 26568 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 
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